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^Ff^!f P^"^ ™ INTEREST 
The real party in interest is Hewlett-Packard Development Company, LP having a 
principal place of business at 20555 S.H. 249 Houston, TX 77070, U.S.A. (hereinafter 
"HPDC"). HPDC is a Texas limited partnership and is a wholly-owned affiliate of Hewlett- 
Packard Company, a Delaware corporation, headquartered in Palo Alto, CA. The general or 
managing parmer of HPDC is HPQ Holdings, LLC. 

RELATED APPEALS INTERFERENCES 
AppeUant submits that there are no related appeals or interferences whidi wUI directly 
affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the decision in flie pending appeal. 

«^TATTT.«5 OF CLAIMS 

Claims 1-10. 12, and 13 ate pending in the application (see Claims Appendix), and 
axe the subject of the present Appeal. 

Claims 1-8. 12. and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Arashima et al. US Patent No. 5,481.289. 

Qaims 9 and JO are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Arashima et al. US Patent No. 5,481.289 in view of Ultuca et al. US Patent No. 6,398,354. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 

No amendments have been entered subsequent to the Final Office Action maUed 
February 14, 2006. The claims Usted in the Claims Appendix, therefore, reflect the claims as 
of February 14,2006. 

SUMMARY OF THE CI AIMED SUB.TECT MATTER 
One aspect of the present invention, as claimed in independent claim 1, provides a 
filter for a printhead assembly. The filter includes a frame (1 10) having a first face (116) and 
a second face (117) opposite the first face, and an opening (112) formed therein 
communicated with the first face and the second face; separate filter material (140,140) 
provided on each the first face and the second face of the frame, and enclosing the opening of 
the frame; and a fluid fitting (120/130) associated with the frame, the fluid fitting including a 
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fluid port (122/132) offset from the frame and a fluid passage (124/134) communicated with 
the opening of the frame and the fluid port (see, e.g., page 12, hne 7 - page 13, line 22; Fig. 
11). 

gROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BK REVIEWE D ON APPEAL 
Appellant seeks review of the rejection of claims 1-8. 12, and 13 under 35 U.S.C- 
102(b) as being anticipated by Arashima et al. US Patent No. 5,481,289, and the rejection of 
claims 9 and 10 under 35 U.S-C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Arashima et al. US Patent 
No, 5,481,289 in view of Lattuca et al. US Patent No. 6,398,354. 

ARGUMENT 

I. Rejection Under 35 U>S.C 8102 

A. Applicable Law 

To anticipate a claim under 35 U.S.C. 102, a reference must teach every element of 
the claim. Verdegaed Bros. v. Union OU Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 
1051» 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987) ("A claun is anticipated only if each and every element as set 
forth in the claim is found, either expiessly or inherentiy described, in a single prior art 
reference 

B. Rejection of claims 1-8, 12, and 13 under 35 U^.C. §102(b) 

Because the Arashima et al. US Patent No. 5,481,289 fails to teach each and every 
element of the claims, the rejection of claims 1-8, 12, and 13 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) is not 
correct and should be withdrawn. 

Independent claim 1 is directed to a filter for a printhead assembly and includes "a 
frame having a first face and a second face opposite the first face, and an opening 
formed therein communicated with the first face and the second face;" "separate filter 
material provided on each the first face and the second face of the frame, and enclosing 
the opening of the frame;" and ''a fluid fitting associated with the frame, the fluid fitting 
including a fluid port offset from the frame and a fluid passage communicated with the 
opening of the frame and the fluid port." 

The Arashima et al. patent discloses an ink supply mechanism which supplies hik 
from an ink container (19) for storing ink lo an ink jet recording unit which discharges ink 
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wherein the ink supply mechanism comprises a first filter member (70) provided in an ink 
outlet section or ink leading-out port (94) of the ink container (19); an ink supply passage or 
tube (52) which conduclively connects the Inkjet recording unit and the ink container (19) 
for supplying ink from the ink container (19) to the Inkjet recording unit; and a second filter 
member (63) provided in the ink supply passage (52) between ink discharging port$ (30) of 
the recording unit and the first filter member (70) (see Fig. 7; Abstract; col. 10, lines 55-61). 

As such, the first filter member (70) of the Arashima et al. patent is provided in the 
ink outlet section or ink leading-out port (94) of the ink container and the second filter 
member (63) of the Arashima et al. patent is provided in the ink supply passage or mbe (52) 
(see Fig. 7; coL 10, lines 55-61). In addition, the ink supply tube (52) of the Arashima et al. 
patent communicates with die ink outlet section or ink leading-out port (94) of the ink 
container (19) and the ink discharging ports (30) of the recording unit. The first and second 
filter members (63 and 70) of the Arashima et al. patent, however, are provided on 
opposite faces of a frame of the ink supply mechanism and do enclose an opening of the 
frame. Furthermore, the ink supply tube (52) of the Arashima et al. patent does not include a 
fluid port offset from a frame of the ink supply mechanism and a fluid passage communicated 
with the opening of the frame (as enclosed by separate filter material provided on opposite 
faces of the frame) and the fluid port. 

Appellant, therefore, submits that the first filter member (70) and the second filter 
member (63) of the Arashima et al. patent do flfll constitute separate filter material provided 
on opposite first and second faces of a frame and enclosing an opening of the frame, as 
claimed in independent claim 1 , and submits that the ink supply tube (52) of the Arashima et 
al. patent does ngl constimte a fluid fitting including a fluid port offset from a frame of the 
ink supply mechanism and a fluid passage communicated with the opening of the frame and 
the fluid port, as claimed in independent claim 1. 

For at least the reasons set forth above* Appellant submits that the Arashima et al. 
patent does not teach or suggest each and every element of independent claim 1. 
Accordingly, Appellant submits that independent claim 1 is patentably distinct from the 
Arashima et al. patent. Furthermore, as dependent claims 2-8, 12, and 13 further define 
patentably distinct claim 1, Appellant submits that these dependent claims are also patentably 
distinct from the Arashima et al. patent. Appellant, therefore, respectfully submits that the 
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rejection of claims 1-8, 12, and 13 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) is not coirect and should be 
withdrawn, and that claims 1-8, 12, and 13 should be allowed. 

n, Reiecaon Under 35 US^C. £103 

A. Applicable Law 

Under 35 U.S.C. §103, the Examiner has the burden lo establish a prUna facie case of 
obviousness. In re Fine. 837 F-2d 1071, 1074, 5 USPQ2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 1988). 
Three criteria must be satisfied to establish a prima facie case of obviousness. First, the 
Examiner must show that some objective teaching in the prior art or some knowledge 
generally available to one of ordinary skill in the ait would teach, suggest, or motivate one to 
modify a reference or to combine the teachings of multiple references. Id. Second, the prior 
art can be modified or combined only so long as there is a reasonable expectation of success. 
In re Merck & Co., Inc, 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed, Cir. 1986). Third, the prior art 
reference or combined prior art references must teach or suggest all of the claim limitations. 
In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974). These three criteria are also set 
forth in M.P.E.P §706.02(j). Even when obviousness is based on a single reference, there 
must be a showing of suggestion or motivation to modify the teachings of that reference. In 
re Kotzab, 55 USPQ2d 1313, 1317 (Fed. Cir, 2000). In performing the obviousness inquiry 
under 35 U,S,C. §103, the Examiner must avoid hindsight. In re Bond 910 F.2d 831, 834, 15 
USPQ2d 1566, 1568 (Fed, Cir. 1990), reh'g denied. 1990 U.S. App. LEXIS 19971 (Fed. Cir. 
1990). 

B. Rejection of claims 9 and 10 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) 

Because the rejection of claims 9 and 10 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Arashima et al. US Patent No. 5,481,289 in view of Lattuca et al. US 
Patent No. 6.398,354 fails to establish a prima facie case of obviousness, the rejection of 
claims 9 and 10 is not correct and should be withdrawn. 

Regarding claims 9 and 10, the Examiner contends that the Arashima et al, patent 
discloses the fluid passage (Fig. 7, volume of element 52) of the fluid fitting has a stjrface 
oriented at an angle to the longitudinal axis of the fluid port (Fig, 7, element 52) (Final Office 
Action, page 5). The Examiner recognizes, however, that the Arashima et al. patent fails to 
disclose the angle is approximately a right angle and the angle is an acute angle (Final Office 
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Action* page S). Accordingly^ the Examiner contends lhat the Lattuca et al. patent discloses a 
printhead apparatus (Fig. 1) where the fluid passage (Fig. 9, element 1 10) of the fluid fitting 
(Fig. 9, element 86) has a surface (Fig. 9, element 88) oriented at an angle to the longitudinal 
axis of the fluid port (Fig. 9» element 86), where the angle is approximately a right angle (Fig. 
6, angle between elements 86 and 88; Column 4, line 30, i.e. cylindrical tower) and the angle 
is an acute angle (Fig. 9, angle between elements 86 and 88; Column 5, lines 45-60) (Final 
Office Action, page 5). As such, the Examiner suggests that at the time of the invention, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ait to use the filtration device 
disclosed by Lattuca in the ink supply mechanism of Arashima (Final Office Action, page 5). 

Claims 9 and 10 each depend from independent claim 1 and» as such, each include the 
limitations of independent claim 1. As outlined above. Appellant submits that the fust filter 
member (70) and the second filter member (63) of the Arashima et al. patent do n^ constitute 
separate filter material provided on opposite first and second faces of a frame and enclosing 
an opening of the frame, as claimed in indepoident claim 1, and submits that the ink supply 
tube (52) of the Arashima et al. patent does ussL constitute a fluid fitting including a fluid port 
offset from a frame of the ink supply mechanism and a fluid passage communicated with the 
opening of the frame and the fluid port, as claimed in independent claim 1 . 

The Lattuca et al. patent discloses an ink filtration device 28 including a body portion 
30 which includes a chamber 32 containing a filtration member 34 which separates an 
unfiltered ink area 36 from a filtered ink area 38 such that the filtered ink area 38 is in flow 
communication with a filtered ink outlet port 40 of the filtration device 28 and the flltered ink 
outlet pon 40 is in flow communication with the ink flow path feeding ink to the printheads 
14 (col, 3, lines 43-53; FIG. 3). The Latmca et ah patent, however, does jjot disclose separate 
filter material provided on opposite first and second faces of a frame and enclosing an 
opening of the frame, as claimed in independent claim 1, and does noj disclose a fluid fitting 
including a fluid port offset from a frame of a ink supply mechanism and a fluid passage 
communicated with an opening of the fi^me and the fluid port, as claimed in independent 
claim L As such. Appellant submits that the Lattuca et al. patent does ngt overcome the 
shortcomings of the Arashima et al. patent. Appellant, therefore, submits that modifying the 
Arashima et al. patent in view of the Lattuca et al. patent, in the manner suggested by the 
Examiner, does n^ teach or suggest all of the lunitations of the present claims. To establish 
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prima facie obviousness of a claimed invention, all the claim limitations must be taught or 
suggested by the prior art, In re Royka, 490 F.2d 981, 180 USPQ 580 (CCPA 1974), 

In view of the above. Appellant submits that the Examiner has not established a prima 
facie case of obviousness of claims 9 and 10. Appellant, therefore, respectfully submits that 
the rejection of claims 9 and 10 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) is not correct and should be 
withdrawn, and that claims 9 and 10 should be allowed. 
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For the above reasons, Appellant respectfully submits that the art of record neither 
anticipates nor renders obvious the claimed invention. Thus, the claimed invention does 
patcntably distinguish over the art of record. Appellant, therefore, respectfully submits that 
the above rejections are not correct and should be withdrawn, and respectfully requests that 
the Examiner be reversed and that all pending claims be allowed. 

Any inquiry regarding this Appeal Brief should be directed to either Thomas A. Jolly 
at Telephone No. (541) 7 15-733 U Facsimile No. (541) 715-8581 or Scott A. Lund at 
Telephone No. (612) 573-2006, Facsimile No. (612) 573-2005. In addition, all 
coiiespondence should continue to be directed to the following address: 

IP Administration 
Legal Department, M/S 35 
HEWLETT-PACKARD COMPANY 
P.O. Box 272400 

Fort Collins, Colorado 80527-2400 



CERTIFICATE UNDER 37 C F R. 1.8 ! The undersigned hereby certifies that this paper or papers, as described 
herein, are beine lacsimile transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office, Fax No. (571) 273-8300 



CONCLUSION 



Respectfully submitted. 





on this lO^ 



day of August. 2006. 




cott A. Ijifld^ 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. (Previously Presented) A filter for a printhead assembly, the filter comprising: 

a frame having a first face and a second face opposite the fii^t face, and an opening 
fonned therein communicated with the first face and the second face; 

separate filler material provided on each the first face and the second face of the 
firame, and enclosing the opening of the frame; and 

a fluid fitting associated with the frame, the fluid fitting including a fluid port offset 
from the frame and a fluid passage communicated with the opening of the frame and the fluid 
port. 

2. (Previously Presented) The filter of claim 1, wherein the filter material is secured to 
the first face and the second face of the frame around a perimeter of the opening. 

3 . (Original) The filter of claim 1 , wherein the filter material has a mesh size in a range 
of approximately 2 microns to approximately 20 microns. 

4. (Original) The filter of claim 1, wherein the filter material is adapted to allow liquid 
ink to pass therethrough, and wherein the filter material is adapted to prevent air from passing 
therethrough when the filter material is wetted by the liquid ink. 

5. (Original) The filter of claim 1 , wherein the fluid passage of the fluid fitting is 
adapted to direct air from the fluid port of the fluid fitting to the opening of the frame. 

6. (Original) The filter of claim 5, wherein the filter material is adapted to trap air 
within the opening of the frame. 

7. (Original) The filter of claim 1. wherein the fluid port of the fluid fitting has a 
longitudinal axis, and wherein the frame is oriented substantially parallel with the 
longitudinal axis of the fluid port. 
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8. (Original) The filter of claim 7, wherein the fluid passage of the fluid fitting has a 
surface oriented at an angle to the longitudinal axis of the fluid port. 

9. (Original) The filter of claim 8, wherein the angle is approximately a right angle. 

10. (Original) The filter of claim 8. wherein the angle is an acute angle. 

11. (Cancelled) 

12. (Original) The filter of claun 1, wherein the frame has a substantially rectangular 
shape, and wherein the fluid port of the fluid filling extends from a side of the substantially 
rectangular shape. 

13. (Original) The filter of claim 12, wherein the frame includes at least one separator 
• extending within the opening of the frame between opposite sides of the substantially 

rectangular shape. 

14-44, (Cancelled) 
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